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Chapter	One:	Introduction			 Archaeologists	often	try	to	understand	the	past	through	ethnographic	studies	examining	current	day	populations	or	examining	the	formation	or	creation	of	the	archaeological	record.	The	study	of	formation	process	remains	a	critical	inquiry	for	archaeologists	as	the	trash	and	refuse	we	discover	offers	a	unique	insight	into	both	behavioral	actions	and	the	natural	process	of	decay.	These	processes	can	be	difficult	to	interpret	(let	alone	recognize);	however,	new	approaches	such	as	ethnographic	observation	(ethnoarchaeology)	and	experimental	archaeology	have	been	used	to	understand	these	complex	formations.			 This	study	focuses	on	the	formation	of	ceramic	assemblages	in	the	archaeological	record	in	an	attempt	to	further	understand	the	complex	(or	contrasting	simplistic)	human	behaviors	and	actions	of	the	past.	How	do	we	determine	that	ceramic	sherds	recovered	in	the	archaeological	record	were	broken	in	the	location	they	were	found?	How	can	we	as	archaeologists	figure	out	the	human	behavior	or	event	behind	the	creation	of	what	we	find	today,	especially	artifacts	found	in	fragments?	This	line	of	questioning	may	appear	trivial	or	simplistic	at	first	glance,	however	these	inquiries	directly	relate	to	how	we	as	archaeologists	understand	the	past	and	human	behavior	(e.g.,	Sand	2013).		 Consider	that	along	a	path	leading	to	a	well	of	water	there	are	fragmented	pieces	of	pottery.	Archaeologists	claim	that	these	vessels	were	broken	along	the	path	to	the	well	purposefully	or	under	a	ceremonial	action.	These	conclusions	sparked	my	first	line	of	questioning	in	archaeology	as	I	struggled	to	understand	how	we	as	archaeologists	could	assign	such	an	elaborate	action	to	an	archaeological	feature.	How	were	we	able	to	ascertain	
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	 Second,	I	would	design	a	way	to	ensure	the	pots	impacted	the	floor	in	the	same	manner.	By	this	I	mean	the	tipping	and	leaning	of	the	vessels	as	they	fell	from	relative	heights.	Since	these	pots	impacted	the	floor	at	various	angles,	the	directionality	of	the	force	or	stress	placed	upon	the	pots	varied	across	all	breakage	scenarios.	This	directly	impacts	the	dispersal	pattern,	not	to	mention	overall	degree	of	fragmentation	of	the	vessel	itself.	In	the	future	it	would	be	advantageous	to	design	a	method	to	ensure	that	all	the	vessels	impact	the	floor	in	a	similar	manner.	One	way	this	could	be	ensured	would	be	by	placing	a	wooden	rod	through	the	vessels	(as	they	have	hole	in	their	center),	which	could	guide	the	vessel	evenly	to	the	ground.	These	changes	should	be	made	in	the	future	before	any	attempt	to	study	the	difference	between	accidental	and	purposeful	breakage	is	attempted.		 I	believe	that	a	perfect	conclusion	not	only	outlines	future	thoughts	concerning	research	but	also	a	warmhearted	reminder	concerning	topics	discussed.	“An	honest	appraisal	of	experimental	archaeology	can	go	as	far	as,	but	no	further	than	[this]:	where	history	is	silent	and	the	monuments	do	not	speak	for	themselves,	demonstrations	cannot	be	expected…	the	utmost	is	conjecture	supported	by	probability”	(Wise	1742:5).	Experimental	archaeology	has	the	power	to	“provide	or	deny”	conjecture	concerning	past	human	activates	and	therefore	remains	a	critical	aspect	of	modern	archaeology	today	(Coles	1979:48).	 	
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